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S078895 PEOPLE v. SIVONGXXAY
(VAENE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Lewis A. Martinez’s

representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by March 5, 2013, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 4, 2013. After that date,

only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(2)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S119296 PEOPLE v.BATTLE
(THOMAS LEE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Heidi Bjornson-Pennell’s

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by June 3, 2013, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 4, 2013. After that

date, only three further extensions totaling about 150 additional days will be granted.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S120382 PEOPLE v. SANCHEZ
(VINCENT HENRY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael R. Snedeker’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by October 15, 2013, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 4, 2013. After that date, only

five further extensions totaling about 280 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S127119 PEOPLE v. GIVENS (TODD)
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
appellant’s opening brief is extended to January 4, 2013.

S149039 PEOPLE v. AGUAYO
(JOSEPH MORENO)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to January 4, 2013.

S154541 LANCASTER (ANDREW) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Miro F. Cizin’s representation that he anticipates

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by May 13, 2013,

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to January 4,

2013. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 130 additional days are

contemplated.

S198025 GEIER (CHRISTOPHER A))
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Federal Public Defender Jennifer Hope Turner’s

representation that she anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ

of habeas corpus by February 4, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file

that document is granted to January 7, 2013. After that date, only one further extension totaling

about 30 additional days will be granted.

S201413 B226256 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. MATA (FRANCIS)
Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file
the reply brief is extended to December 4, 2012.
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S203744 B231338 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. VARGAS
(DARLENE A))

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the opening brief is extended to November 26, 2012,

No further extensions are contemplated.

S204032 B235158 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 ISKANIAN (ARSHAVIR) v.
CLS TRANSPORTATION OF
LOS ANGELES LLC

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the opening brief on the merits is extended to December 19, 2012.

S204273 GONZALEZ (MIGUEL) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the informal response is extended to December 7, 2012.

S204529 HAJEK (STEPHEN EDWARD)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Moona Nandi’s representation

that she anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

April 24, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to January 4, 2013. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 110

additional days are contemplated.

S204834 HARDING (EDWARD) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the informal response is extended to December 4, 2012.
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S086578 PEOPLE v. LOOT
(KENDRICK) & MILLSAP
(BRUCE)

Order filed

The application of appellant Bruce Millsap for relief from default to file appellant’s opening brief
IS granted.

S103358 PEOPLE v. BARRERA
(MARCO ESQUIVEL)
Order filed

Appellant’s request for relief from default to file appellant’s opening brief is granted.

S205876 B229656 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 ASSESSOR FOR COUNTY OF
SANTA BARBARA v.
ASSESSMENT APPEALS
BOARD NO. 1 (RANCHO
GOLETA LAKESIDE
MOBILEERS, INC.)

Order filed

The application of the real parties in interests to file a joint answer to petition for review in excess

of 8,400 words is hereby granted.

BAR MISC. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE
OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 1,052)

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)
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The Supreme Court of California convened in the courtroom of the Earl Warren Building,
350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on Wednesday, November 7, 2012,
at 9:00 a.m.

Present. Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye, presiding, and Associate Justices Kennard,
Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu.

Officers present: Frank A. McGuire, Clerk, and Gail Gray, Calendar Coordinator.

Associate Justice, Ming W. Chin, not participating in the following case, will not join the
bench.

The Honorable Barbara J. R. Jones, Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal, First Appellate
District, Division Five, sitting on the following case, under assignment by the Chairperson of the
Judicial Council, joined the court at the bench.

S199384 Apple Inc., Petitioner,
V.
Superior Court of Los Angeles County, Respondent;
David Krescent, Real Party in Interest.

Cause called. Daniel M. Kolkey argued for Petitioner.
Eric Schreiber argued for Real Party in Interest.

Mr. Kolkey replied.
Cause submitted.
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Justice Barbara J. R. Jones, not participating in the following case, will not join the bench.
The court is now rejoined by Justice Chin at the bench.

S026634 The People, Respondent,
V.
Paul Sodoa Watkins, Appellant.

Cause called. Nina Rivkind, Office of the State Public Defender, argued for
Appellant.

Stephanie A. Miyoshi, Office of the Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.

Ms. Rivkind replied.
Cause submitted.

S054569 The People, Respondent,
V.
Daniel Lee Whalen, Appellant.

Cause called. A. Richard Ellis, Court-appointed Counsel, argued for
Appellant.
Catherine Nieto, Office of the Attorney General, argued for Respondent.

Mr. Ellis replied.
Cause submitted.

Court adjourned.






